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Current Topics. 


The Vacation Sittings. 

THERE WERE not many more cases before the Vacation Judge 
on Wednesday than last week, and, as usual, little of general 
interest. Our reporters aver that there bas seldom been a 
vacation in which so few reportable cases have arisen. 

The Land Transfer Question. 

WE HAVE, twice over, called attention in detail to the new 
scheme whereby the Land Registry, apparently shrinking from 
dafending their present system, seek to foist on the public a set of 
new rules, apparently wlira vires, revolutionizing that system and 
imposing grave liabilities and increased fees on the owners of 
landed property. Not a word has yet appeared as to the steps 
proposed to be taken by the Council of the Law Society, either 
as to those rules or as to the Royal Commission on the working 
of the present system, which is tomeet next month. It is to be 
hoped that at the Birmingham meeting we may obtain some 
satisfactory information as to the proposed action and attitude of 
the Council. 

Amending Acts. 

THE PLAN adopted in the Friendly Societies Act, 1908, of 
directing future copies of the amended Acts to be printed with the 
amendments inserted in them (see our issue of the 19th of Septem- 
ber, p. 773) has, says a correspondent, already been adopted, in an 
extended but simpler form, by some of the oversea dominions. 
In Victoria, for instance, it has been found necessary to make 
corrections in a number of consolidated Acts, and the amendments 
are made by means of a schedule and the two following sections 
(see Statute Law Revision Act, 1893, ss. 2, 3): “The Acts 
mentioned in the schedule to this Act, to the extent to which the 
same are in and by the said schedule expressed to be amended, 
are hereby amended accordingly, and the said Acts shall be read 
and construed accordingly. Such amendments shall be deemed 
to have been made from the time of the commencement of the 
said Acts, and every copy of any of the said Acts printed after 
the commencement of this Act by the Government printer for 
Victoria shall be printed with the additions, omissions, insertions, 
and substitutions required by this Act.” The Acts Interpreta- 
tion Act, 1890 (Victoria), also contains the following enactment in 
section 22: “Where it is intended to amend or repeal any 
portion only of a section of an Act, it shall be necessary either 
to recite such portion or to set forth the matter or thing intended 
to be amended or repealed.” 


Plans on Deeds. 

“THERE ARE, perhaps, few things,” say the editors of 
standard book of precedents, “in which more carelessness is to 
be met with in proportion to their importance than the prepar 
ation of plans,” and certainly those who have to examine deeds 
must often bave remarked on the difference as regards neatness 
and care shewn in the preparation of the plans placed on them. 


Sometimes they are admirably workmanlike and careful, and 
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this does not necessarily mean that they are the work of a 
trained land surveyor—we have seen plans on deeds prepared 
by a solicitor’s engrossing clerk which would bear comparison 
with the best efforts of a surveyor. More frequently, however, 
they have an “amateurish” look, and are deficient in neat- 
ness, particularly as to figures and words. Sometimes 
their preparation would almost appear to have been 
entrusted to the office boy, presumably enticed to the 
task by the delight of handling a box of colours. You fancy 
you see where the young gentleman’s brush has absorbed too 
much water and made a pink pool in one part of the plan; 


where in another part he has gone over the boundary 
and smeared off the encroaching colour, and where in 


another part the pink and green colours applied close to 
each other have run itto each other. We think it is 
worthy of consideration whether colouring by a verge line 
is not likely to be more accurate and satisfactory than the system 
of covering an area with colour. But what we desire specially 
to call attention to is the importance of marking on the plan the 
points of the compass, and placing the North at the top of the 
plan, or at all events making sure that the points are correctly 
given. This may seem to be obvious, but it is not very 
unusual to find the points either omitted or wrongly stated. 
The fanciful ornamentation of the points indulged in by sur- 
veyors no doubt requires an education to accomplish, and the 
non-professional preparer or copier of plans sometimes shirks 
the task of reproducing the ornamentation by omitting 
altogether the points of the compass. It seems to us that when- 
ever the North is not placed at the top of the plan, it would be 
useful to give the points of the compass in red ink and extend 
the South point right through the plan. 


The Receipt of a Non-proving Executor. 


THERE SEEMS to be some doubt on the authorities as to the 
effect of a receipt for a debt due to the testator’s estate given 
by an executor before he has taken out probate. Lord Chief 
Justice Hout laid it down in Wankford v. Wankford (1 Salk., at 
pp. 306, 307) that an executor “is before probate entitled to re- 
ceive all debts due to the testator, and all payments made to him 
are good, and shall not be defeated though he dies and never 
proves the will,” and this passage from his judgment was cited 
with approval by Nortu, J., in He Stevens (1897, 1 Ch., at p. 
429), and is generally stated in the booksas the law. Lord 
HArDWICKE also in /Vills v. Rich (2 Atk. 285) said that “not- 
withstanding a will is not proved, the executor, in the eye of 
the law, is considered as having some authority ; for even before 
probate he may so far act as to get in and receive his testa- 
tor’s estate.” These statements are clear and satisfactory. But to 
them Lord St. LEonarps in Stuart v. Burrowes (Drury, at p. 274) 
and SHADWELL, V.C., in Brazier v. Hudson (8 Sim. 67) add a 
qualification which is not to be found in the above-mentioned 
authorities—namely, that the acts of the executor before pro- 
bate are valid provided the will is ultimately proved. “The con- 
venience of mankind requires,” said the Vice-Chancellor in the 
last-mentioned case, “ that all the acts of an executor that would 
be valid if probate had been taken [out] should be considered as 
valid if the will is ever afterwards proved.” The last-mentioned 
authorities, however, related to the right to assign leaseholds, of 
which, of course, probate is the only legal evidence. Do they re- 
late also to the case of an executor who, before probate, receives a 
sum due by a debtor to the testator’s estate? If so, the debtor 
only gets a valid receipt in case the will should subsequently be 
proved—a state of things which is not in accordance with “ the 
convenience of mankind,” since the debtor cannot make sure that 
the will will ever be proved. 


Is Double Probate Necessary ? 


TAKE, AGAIN, the case of probate of a will by one only 
of two executors, power being reserved for the other to 
come in and prove. Supposing the proving executor dies, 


and after his death the other executor, without proving the 
will, receives and gives a receipt for a debt due to the testator’s 
estate, and dies without proving the will, is the receipt good ? 
According to Lord St. LEONARDS it is. 


In Cummins v. Cummins 








3 Jo. & Lat., at p. 92) he carefully considered the question, 
and came to the conclusion that, one executor having proved, the 
probate operates as a probate to all, “to the extent that the sur- 
vivor, though he has not joined in obtaining probate, continues 
the executor without further probate. ... If the surviving 
executor do not renounce, the property must continue in him ; 
and if he do an act referring to his character as executor, he 
cannot afterwards renounce. Why should a new proof of the 
will be made? Probate to one is, in his lifetime, sufficient 
evidence of title in all. Where, then, is the necessity for 
any further proof that they are all executors ?. . . The law does 
nct compel the survivor to administer the estate of the testator ; 
but if he acts in the administration of the estate, why should not 
the probate already granted be sufficient evidence of his title.” 
And he concludes that “ though an executor, on being cited, may 
prove the will a second time—and he cannot do a more solemn 
act to shew his desire to act in the administration of the assets, 
and consequently it is a reasonable and proper act to be done— 
yet in point of law, upon the authorities, and upon principle, I 
think that probate to one executor enures to every purpose for 
which probate is necessary.” The practical result, if the qualifi- 
cation suggested by Lord St. LEonaRDS and SHADWELL, V.C., 
applies to all acts of an executor before probate, appears to be 
that probate, when taken out, relates back to and validates the 
receipt of the executor given before probate, and that probate by 
one executor operates forward to and validates the receipt of the 
other non-proving executor. 


Vesting Orders of Leaseholds in Bankruptcy. 


THE QUESTION as to the terms on which, upon a disclaimer of 
a lease by a trustee in bankruptcy, a mortgagee by subdemise 
is entitled to a vesting order of the property was raised in an 
interesting form in [te Holmes, Ex parte Close (unte, p, 728). 
The landlord, Ciosg, had let a plot of ground to the bankrupt 
for 999 years at a rent of £150 a year, and the bankrupt had 
covenanted to erect twelve houses on it at a cost of £10,000 
in twelve months. The bankrupt divided the land into five plots, 
and built altogether ten houses on four of them. These four 
plots respectively he mortgaged by subdemise to four different 
mortgagees, and, as between himself and the mortgagees, 
he apportioned £116 of the ground-rent to these plots, 
leaving £34 to be borne by the fifth plot. This fifth plot 
he did not build on or deal with in any way. On the trustee in 
bankruptcy disclaiming the lease, the mortgagees appointed one 
ASHWORTH to represent their interests, and he applied to have 
the entire premises, including the fifth plot, vested in him. ‘The 
landlord had declined to apportion the rent, and for the mort- 
gagees it was contended that, unless they got control of the fifth 
lot, the four mortgaged plots would be liable for the entire rent 
of £150. The landlord claimed to have the fifth plot vested in 
himself. The rights of the parties upon such an application 
depend on section 55 (6) of the Bankruptey Act, 1883. The court 
may, on application by any person, either claiming an interest in 
any disclaimed property, or under any liability in respect of it, 
vest the property in “any person entitled thereto, or to whom 
it may seem just that the same should be delivered by way of 
compensation for such liability as aforesaid, or a trustee for him, 
and on such terms as the court thinks just”; but the property 
is to be vested subject to the bankrupt’s liabilities. Under these 
circumstances it seems to have been a very reasonable scheme that 
the mortgagees, since their plots were liable for the entire rent, 
should take the entire land, and the interposition of a trustee was 
a natural way of enabling them to do this. The Divisional Court 
(BicHAM and JE.F, JJ.) accordingly affirmed the order of the 
judge of the York County Court allowing the application. 
The Alteration of a Memorandum of Association. 
THE CONSIDERED judgment of Eves, J., in Re Jewish Colonial 
Trust (Limited) (1908, 2 Ch. 287) contains a very careful examin- 
ation of the considerations which should influence the court in 
deciding upon an application to alter a memorandum of associa- 
tion under the Companies (Memorandum of Association) Act, 
1890. That Act provides that a company may by special resolu- 
tion alter the objects of its memorandum, provided it obtains the 
sanction of the court, and provided that the alteration is 
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required for some one or more of the purposes specified in 
section 5. These include the restriction or abandonment of any of 
the original objects of the memorandum. Previously to this there 
had been statutes—namely, the Companies Acts, 1867 and 1877 
—which enabled a company, with the sanction of the court, to 
alter its memorandum of association by reducing its capital, 
and section 11 of the Act of 1867 required that the creditors 
should either consent or be discharged, and empowered the court 
to confirm the reduction on such terms and subject to such con- 
ditions as it should think fit. These provisions, as Eves, J., 
pointed out in the present case, are reproduced in the Act of 1890. 
That Act, indeed, also directs the court to have regard to the 
rights and interests of members, or of any class of members, as 
well as of the creditors. But this, the learned judge considered, 
is no more than is implied in the Acts of 1867 and 1877 in regard 
to a reduction of capital, and hence the authorities on those Acts 
—in particular British, &c., Finance Corporation v. Couper (1894, 
A.C, 399) and Poole v. National Bank of China (1907, A. C. 229)— 
are relevant to the Act of 1890. From these it appears that the 
court is not bound to refuse its sanction because some share- 
holders oppose, or because shareholders are not treated 
uniformly. The question for the court to consider is whether 
the scheme will work unjustly or inequitably. In the present 
case of Re Jewish Colonial Trust (Limited) it was desired to alter the 
objects of the memorandum by restricting the area of operations to 
Palestine and other neighbouring countries in the East ; but the 
shareholders were numerous and scattered all over the world, 
and though the special resolution had been passed by the necessary 
majority, a comparatively small proportion of the shareholders 
had expressed their views. Moreover, the operations of the 
company were already in fact being restricted in the manner 
desired, so that no immediate change would result from allow- 
ing the alteration, while on the other hand, if it was allowed, 
the opportunity of working in the future on broader lines would 
be lost. Under the circumstances—seeing that to sanction the 
alterations would be of little use to those who advocated them, 
and would inflict an unfair restraint, and possibly an injustice 
on those who were opposed—the learned judge dismissed the 
petition. 


Investment in Chief Rents. 


CAN TRUSTEES who are empowered by the trust instrument 
to invest in real estate lawfully invest in chief rents? As is well 
known, in Lancashire and elsewhere, a common mode of con- 
veyance of freehold land sold for building purposes is to grant 
the land to B. and his heirs, to the use that A., his heirs and 
assigns, may receive out of the land conveyed a yearly rent- 
charge, with powers of distress and entry (now implied under 
section 44 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881), and subject thereto 
to the use of B., his heirs and assigns for ever. And a power 
of re-entry on default in payment of the rent-charge is 
frequently given ; we presume properly restricted with regard 
to the rule against perpetuities. Chief rents are certainly real 
estate, but if the trust instrument is a will, does it follow that a 
power to invest in real estate authorizes investment in the peculiar 
real estate constituted by chief rents? Mortgages of turnpike 
tolls and toll-houses are mortgages of real estate (obinson v. 
Robinson, 1 De G. M. & G., at p. 262), but they are not “mortgages 
on real security” within those words contained in a will : 
Cuvendish v. Cavendish (30 Ch. D, 227). The testator means, said 
Brett, M.R., in that case, to use the words in their ordinary 
sense; “he means what ordinary people would call mortgages 
on real and leasehold property, and the word ‘security’ has 
just the same effect as ‘ property.’” If this mode of interpre- 
tation is to be adopted, it would seem that a power contained in 
a will to invest trust moneys in real estate authorizes investment 
only in property of the description ordinarily understood as’ real 
estate—that is, lands or houses of freehold or customary tenure. 
There appears, however, to be a considerable similarity in sub- 
stance between a chief rent, with the power of re-entry 
above-mentioned, and a freehold ground-rent, and in Re Peyton’s 
Settlement Trust (L. R, 7 Eq. 463) a power to invest money in the 
purchase of “lands or hereditaments of a clear and indefeasible 
estate of inheritance in fee simple in possession” was held to 


justify the purchase of freehold und-rents, but no reason 
for the decision was given by the learned judge. And in 
Vickory v. Evans (3 New Rep. 286) a power to invest “ upon 
the security of freehold or copyhold hereditaments” was 
held to authorize an investment by way of mortgage on freehold 
ground-rents secured on houses; and in this case the 
reason given by the judge was that “ the value of the houses was 
really included in [the security], as the landlord might enter if 
the ground-rent were not paid.” We have not discovered any 
reported decision on the question with which we started, but we 
are inclined to think that a power of investment in the terms 
first mentioned above would authorize investment in chief rents. 
We state this opinion, however, with diffidence ; the question must 
surely have frequently arisen in Lancashire, and some of our 
readers in that county may be able to tell us whether it has 
one pe the courts, and in what way it has been 
decided. 


Mortgagees and Fire Insurance, 


THE QUESTION of the right of a mortgagee to insure the 
property mortgaged to him, or his interest in the property, 
against fire has been raised directly in very few cases. The 
right of a mortgagee to so insure is often stated in 
text-books without reference to or citation of any authority, 
but the bare statement of this general proposition does 
not carry one very far, For instance, must the mortgage 
be a legal mortgage, or can an equitable mortgagee insure ? 
and again, does the mortgagee insure the property itself as a 
physical object, or his interest in the property ! ith respect 
to a mortgagee having an insurable interest of some kind, Lord 
HatspurY (when Lord Chancellor) treated “the suggestion ” 
that a mortgagee “ had not an insurable interest in the property 
of his debtor” as an “error of law”: Westminster Fire Office v. 
Glasgow Provident Investment Society (1888, 13 A. C., at p. 709). 
The Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881 (ss. 19, 23), 
assumes that a mortgagee has an insurable interest, and ‘ mort- 
gage ” in the Act includes an equitable mortgage. The possible 
distinction between a legal and an equitable mortgagee’s rights is 
referred to, but only incidentally, by Bowen, L.J., in Castellain v. 
Preston (1883, 11 Q. B. D., at p. 398): ‘If he has the legal owner- 
ship, he is entitled to insure for the whole value, but even supposing 
he is not entitled to the legal ownership, he is entitled to insure 
primé facie for all.” With respect to the meaning of “ insured 
property,” it was said by JEsSEL, M.R., that in the policy before 
him “ property,” as u in several of the clauses, meant ‘ not 
the actual chattel, but the interest of the assured therein”: 
North British and Mercantile Insurance Co. v. London, Liverpool 
and Globe Inswrance Co, (5 Ch. D., at p. 577). English authority 
on this subject being thus scanty, colonial cases are the more 
valuable. Two Australian cases may be referred to as dealing 
with the points above mentioned. In 1884 Johnson v. Union Fire 
Insurance Co. was decided by the Supreme Court of Victoria, 
in a court of three judges (10 V. L, R. L. 154). The 
property in this case was a steam-engine or earth excavator 
worth about £800 and insured for £600 by the plaintiff, who had 
lent the owner £400 under a mere verbal agreement that the 
chattel should be his security for the amount lent, It was held 
that the plaintiff, though only an equitable mortgagee, was 
entitled to recover under the policy, and was, moreover, entitled 
to recover the whole £600 on the ground that he had intended 
to insure for the benefit of the owner (his mortgagor) as well as 
himself, The other Australian ease is one recently decided by 
the High Court of Australia: Western Australian Bank v. 
Insurance Co. (1908, 5 Com. L. R. 533). The appellant 
bank were equitable mortgagees by deposit of certain land and 
buildings, and the buildings were insured in the mortgagees’ name 
with the respondent insurance company. _In the first place, it 
was held that the appellants (although only equitable mortgagees 
by deposit) had an insurable interest, and the observation of 
Bown, L.J., in Castellain v. Preston (supra) was referred to. _ In 
the next place, it was held that “ the property hereby insured ” 
meant, in the policy and as between the appellants and respon- 
dents, the interest of the mortgagees in the property, and not the 





property as a physical object, It had been contended 
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that the owners, having effected other policies on the same 
buildings, and no notice of these further insurances having been 
given to the insurance company, the latter were entitled to 
treat the mortgagees as having broken a condition of the 
policy by which notice of other insurances over “ the property 
ereby insured” had to be given. The court, however, held 
that the condition had not been broken, and gave the meaning 
already stated to the words quoted, and the observations of 
JESSEL, M.R., in North British and Mercantile Insurance Co. 
v. London, Liverpool and Globe Inswrance Co. (supra) were also 
referred to. 








Restraint of Trade. 


QUESTIONS of degree are, of all questions, the most difficult to 
determine. Take, for instance, the question, which so often 
arises, What is reasonable? Nothing can be more difficult, 
where facts are complicated and evidence conflicting, than to 
decide under the circumstances what is fair and reasonable. The 
difficulty is due in great measure to the vagueness and altogether 
undefinable meaning of the word. As many men as many 
minds, and there is no reason whatever in a difficult case why a 
judge of first instance and the Court of Appeal should take the 
same view of what is reasonable. It is to a great extent simply 
a matter of first impression. Moreover, the difficulty is accentuated 
by the fact that what is reasonable is just and what is just is 
law, or ought to be, and ultimately will be. It follows that when 
a judge is called upon to decide what is reasonable he is called 
upon at the same time to decide what is the law without any 
other guide or assistance than his natural sense of fair 
play and justice, which, as we have seen, is a very 
uncertain quantity. When, therefore, the House of Lords or 
the Court of Appeal lay down the law on the principle that the 
test whether a transaction is valid or not is whether it is reason- 
able or not, we are inclined to think, with all due respect to our 
appellate tribunals, that they avoid if they do not evade, and 
shrink from if they do not shelve, some difficult questions upon 
whicb we are greatly in need of enlightenment. 

Now, all this applies, and applies with special force, to 
questions arising with regard to restraint of trade, the latest 
instance of which is to be found in the case of Sir W. C. Leng & 
Uo. v. Andrews (reported ante, p.714). In that case the defendant 
joined the staff of the Sheffield Tvlegraph as a junior reporter, and 
he agreed that he would not, after leaving the plaintiffs’ service, 
either on his own account or in co-partnership with any other 
person, be connected as proprietor, employee, or otherwise with 
any newspaper business carried on in Sheffield or within a radius 
of twenty miles. The defendant remained in the plaintiffs’ 
service for a little over a year, when his engagement was duly 
terminated, and shortly afterwards he became a reporter 
on the Sheffield Independent. This the plaintiffs alleged was 
a breach of the agreement. The defendant contended that 
the agreement was void as being in restraint of trade. But 
Ever, J., held that it was not an unreasonable restriction 
to prevent the defendant from imparting information acquired 
in the plaintiffs’ service to their next-door rival. 

We forbear to express any opinion as to the correctness of the 
decision, partly because, as we have already said, it is impossible to 
say what is reasonable and partly because the case will shortly 
come before the Court of Appeal. In the old days every re- 
straint was bad as being contrary to public policy, but exception 
after exception has whittled away the old maxim until the ex- 
ception is now the rule, and every restraint is now good which 
is not unreasonable. Public policy, ‘“ the unruly steed,” which 
BurrovueH, J., said “once you got astride of you never knew 
where it would take you,” has been judicially and judiciously 
left alone of late years, and has become a mere stalking horse, 
which no one will regret, for no one will deny that CAvE, J., was 
right when he said it is “a branch of the law which certainly 
should not be extended, as judges are more to be trusted as 
interpreters of the law than as expounders of what is called 
public policy.” 

What is wanted is a clear exposition of what the guiding 
principle should be, It is not enough to say that a restraint 








is legal when it is reasonable. That leaves the real question 
untouched. It may be difficult to lay down anything more 
definite, but it ought not to be beyond the resources of the 
bench. It seems to us that the test is, not so much whether the 
restraint is reasonable, as whether damage results to the 
employer from an unfair use of knowledge gained in his service. 
Opinions may differ as to what is reasonable, but damage is 
damage, and can be assessed in plain figures. 








The Old Age Pensions Act. 
L 


THE Old Age Pensions Act, 1908, constitutes in appearance a 
short and simple piece of legislation, but this can hardly be 
taken as an indication of its probable effect in actual administra- 
tion, The scheme of old age pensions, though it bas been 
before the public for a considerable time, is an entire novelty in 
practice, and the questions to which it will give rise are likely to 
be numerous, and in not a few cases difficult. Some of these, 
doubtless, will have to be cleared up by further legislation, but 
at present those who are charged with carrying out the scheme 
will have for their guidance only the text of the Act itself, and 
the regulations which have been issued by the Treasury, in con- 
junction with the Local Government Board and the Postmaster- 
General, under section 10 of the Act. 

The right to the pension under the Act deperds (1) upon 
the claimant fulfilling the statutory conditions, and (2) upon 
his not falling under any of the statutory disqualifications. The 
statutory conditions are stated in section 2, and refer to age, 
nationality, residence, and means. The claimant must have 
attained the age of seventy ; he must satisfy the pension 
authorities that, for at least twenty years up to the date 
of the receipt of any sum on account of a pension, he has 
been a British subject, and has had his residence, as defined 
by regu'ations under the Act, in the United Kingdom; 
and that his yearly means as calculated under the Act 
do not exceed £31 10s. The disqualifications, as defined by 
section 3, refer to receipt of roor relief, habitual idleness, 
lunacy, conviction, and inebriety. As to poor relief, the 
disqualification is expiessed in two ways, one absolutely, the 
other by way of experiment. The receipt of poor relief is, 
during its continuance, to be an absolute disqualification ; that is, 
poor relief and an old age pension cannot be received concurrently. 
But there is also the question whether such relief is to be a 
bar to any future old age pension at all, and as to this the 
statute is tentative. The period from the lst of January, 1908, to 
the 3lst of December, 1910, is taken as an experimental period, and 
receipt of poor relief during any part of this period is a disquali- 
fication for an old age pension during the remainder of the 
period, unless Parliament otherwise determines. So that, as the 
Act at present stands, the receipt of poor relief at any time after 
the 1st of January, 1908, is a disqualification until the 3lstof Decem- 
ber, 1910, although the receipt of poor relief may be discontinued 
before that date. Certain forms of poor relief, however, are 
excluded from this disqualification. Disqualification may also arise 
from habitual failure to work; from detention as a lunatic ; 
from conviction resulting in imprisonment ; and from liability to 
detention as an inebriate. 

It will be necessary, therefore, to inquire, in the case of every 
claimant, as to age, nationality, residence, and means, so as to 
ascertain that the conditions necessary to support the claim exist ; 
and then that the claimant is under no disqualification. These 
inquiries will be made in the first instance by the pension officer, 
but the ultimate determination of the claim rests with the local 
pension committee, or, on appeal, with the Local Government 
Board, and under rule 26 of the regulations these authorities 
may have regard to any such evidence or information as is in 
their opinion sufficient for the purpose, and is the best evidence 
or information which it is reasonably possible to obtain. Hence 
there will be no hard-and-fast rules as to the evidence which 
claimants must produce, whether as to age or otherwise. As to 
age, the second schedule to the regulations suggests various 
documents in lieu of certificate of birth—namely, certificate of 
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baptism, of service in any of the forces of the Crown, of member- 
ship in a friendly society, &c., or of marriage; but any 
other evidence which may appear sufficient is to be 
accepted. In general, probably, there will be little difficulty in 
determining the existence of the conditions as to nation- 
ality and residence (see the second schedule just referred to), 
though where the claimant has been abroad for a time the 
question of residence in the United Kingdom will have to be 
considered, and this is defined by rule 29 as “actual presence 
in the United Kingdom, interrupted otherwise than 2 | temporary 
absences” ; and “temporary absence ” is also defined. 

But there are likely to be many cases in which the question of 
yearly means will raise difficulty. As already stated, to entitle a 
claimant to a pension at all, his yearly means must not exceed 
£31 10s., but the schedule gives a graduated scale of pensions 
according as the yearly means vary from £21, which allows the 
full pension of 5s. a week, to £28 17s. 6d., which sum and other 
sums up to £31 10s. allow 1s. a week. Incalculating the yearly 
means account is to be taken of (a) the income which the pensioner 
may reasonably expect to receive during the succeeding year 
in cash, excluding the old age pension itself, and the sum actually 
received during the preceding year will be primd facie taken as the 
amount for the succeeding year ; ()) the yearly value of any advan- 
tage accruing to the claimant from the personal use or enjoyment 
of any property belonging to him ; (c) the yearly income which 
would accrue from property of the claimant if invested or profit- 
ably used by him; and (d) the yearly value of any benefit or 
privilege enjoyed by the claimant. It is provided by sub-sec- 
tion 2 that in calculating the means of married couples, the means 
of each shall not in any case be taken to be less than half the 
total means. Apparently the result will be that in a case where 
the husband’s yearly means are £40 and the wife’s £10, the hus- 
band will receive no pension, but the wife’s yearly means will be 
treated as £25, so that she will have a pension of 3s. a week, 

The first question as to yearly means, then, will be the amount 
which the claimant expects to receive in the succeeding year in 
cash, and primd facie this is to be taken as the income 
actually received in the preceding year: section 4 (1) (a). The 
income will frequently consist, in part, at any rate, of earnings, 
either regular or casual ; but there will be numerous cases where 
the claimant is in receipt of a regular income by way of annuity 
or otherwise, and this, of course, must be included in calculating 
the yearly means. The case which was put by correspondents 
in a recent letter (ante, p. 705) shews how this inclusion of 
annuities may sometimes make a testator’s bounty superfluous. 
The bequest of an annuity to an old servant or employee will be 
of use only to the Treasury so far as it makes the yearly means 
of the recipient exceed £21, and if the annuity is intended to 
be (say) £10, the actual amount should be made to vary, if 
necessary, from year to year; that is, the will should 
direct payment in each year of such a sum as, when 
added to the amount of the yearly means of the annuitant as 
calculated (without the annuity) for the purpose of the Old Age 
Pensions Act, will make such yearly means up to £21. In this 
way annuitants who have, apart from the annuity and the old 
age pension, less than £21 a year will benefit as much as is 
possible both under the testator’s will and under the Act. Under 
the remaining paragraphs of section 4 (1) the yearly means may 
be increased by the personal use of property, such as the 
occupation of a house belonging to the claimant; by 
the. possession of uninvested property which is capable of 
investment or profitable use; and by the yearly value of any 
benefit or privilege enjoyed by the claimant. Under this last 
head will fall the value of the occupation of rooms in an alms- 
house. Voluntary gifts in cash, if they have any element of 
regularity, will have to be taken into account ; but in many 
cases such gifts will doubtless be discontinued where they 
would exclude or diminish an old age pension, and the money 
will be diverted to other purposes. 

The disqualification by receipt of poor relief will probably 
operate hardly in a good many cases, especially where the receipt 
has occurred since the Ist of January, 1908, so that, as above 
stated, it will operate till the end of 1910 as an absolute disquali- 

fication and not as a disqualificat‘on only during the continuance of 





the receipt. This operation of the Act is likely to lead to dis- 
cussion in Parliament. The question of what constitutes 
relief for the pur of the Act will have to be considered in 
connection with the exceptions specified in section 3 (1)—medical 
or surgical assistance, &c.—but in general it is apprehended that it 
will be taken to include parochial relief calythah is, relief given 
or ordered under the Poor Law Amendment Act, 1834, the 
phrase is less comprehensive than the relief which disqualifies for 
the Parliamentary franchise. This is defined as “ parochial relief 
or other alms which by the law of Parliament now disquali 
from voting in the election of members to serve in Parliament ” : 
Reform Act, 1832, s. 36. The latter part of the — 
refers to charitable alms which interfere with the independence 
of the recipient : Harrison v. Carter (2C. P. D. 26) ; see Cowen v. 
Town Clerk of Kingston-wpon-Hull (1897, 1 Q. B. 273). But for 
the purpose of old age pensions it is only parochial relief which 
will disqualify. Charitable relief will not have this effect, though, 
as already stated, the alms must be brought into account in 
calculating the yearly means. 

The foregoing survey of the Act deals only with the right to 
receive an old age pension. The administration of the Act 
raises questions of a different character, and these we must 
reserve for another article. 


(To be continued.) 








Reviews. 
The Law of Tender. 


Toe Law or Tenper. By Georce Lucas Beynon Harris, 
Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


The law of tender is of considerable importance, mainly in regard 
to the incidence of costs, and Mr. Harris has performed a use- 
ful task in collecting into one volume the authorities which bear 
upon different aspects of the matter. He has omitted, so far as we 
can see, to refer to Harmer v. Priestley (16 Beav. 569), which is a 
leading authority for the proposition that a mortgagee refuses at the 
risk of subsequent costs an unconditional tender by the mortgagor 
of the sum due ; and in places the style of the work is hardly com- 
patible with the simplicity and clearness which should characterize 
a legal text-book. But there is no doubt that the author has 
devoted very much patience and ingenuity to investigating the 
numerous cases in which the question of the effect of a tender 
has arisen, and the practitioner who is faced with one of the many 
technicalities in which this branch of the law is involved will find 
the book very serviceable. Perhaps the most important of recent 
cases on the subject is Greena v. Sutcliffe (1892, 1 Ch. 1), to 
which Mr. Harris several times refers, and in which Bowen, L.J., 
distinguished between a tender made upon condition and a tender 
under protest. “A conditional tender is not an effectual tender in 
law, but a tender under protest is quite right. A man has a right to 
tender money reserving all his rights, and such a tender is pro- 
vided he does not seek to impose conditions.” The points relating 
to the mode and amount of tender are very well explained and illus- 
trated by authorities, and there are useful chapters on the practice 
in the High Court and in the county court on bringing money into 
court in support of a plea of tender. 


Books of the Week. 


A Digest of the Law of England with Reference to the Conflict of 
Laws. By A. V. Dicey, K.C., Hon. D.C.L. Second Edition. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Cardinal Rules of — Interpretation. Collected and Arranged 
by Epwarp Berat, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The Laws of Insurance, o Ue, Accident, and Guarantee. 
Embodying Cases in the English, Scotch, Irish, American, Australian 
and Canadian Courts. By James Bices Porter, assisted by 
WiiuiaM Feripen Crarss, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Fifth Edition. 
Stevens & Haynes. 


Introduction to the Study of the Law of the Constitution. B 
A. V. Dicey, K.C., Hon. D.C.L. Seventh Edition. Macmillan 
Co. (Limited). 

A Lawyer’s Manual of Book-keeping, explaining the Cardinal 
Principies of Book-keeping by Double Entry and their Application 
to the Books of Account of Traders, Limited Companies and 
Solicitors. By H. Hucues-Onstow, Master of the Supreme Court, 
Second Edition. Butterworth & Co. 
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Correspondence. 


The Late Mr. Arthur Burrows. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporte r.J 


Sir,—The incorrect statement (to which you allude in the current 
number of the So.icrrors’ JouRNAL) that the late Mr. Burrows helda 
watching brief in the Tichborne trial probably owes its origin to 
the fact that he gave evidence for the Crown at the trial at bar of 
Arthur Orton for perjury. 

Tn 1852 Mr. Burrows drew a will for Roger Charles Tichborne, 
who, before the final instructions were given, attended personally at 
one or two conferences at Mr. Burrows’ chambers. The draft will 
and other papers, with notes made by Roger Charles Tichborne and 
Mr. Burrows himself, were produced in court and identified by Mr. 
Burrows. He described R.C. Tichborne as “a slim young man 
who impressed him at the time by his knowledge of the details of the 
settlement of the Tichborne and Doughty estates.” Mr. Burrows’s 
evidence was corroborated in several materal points by the evidence of 
the late Mr. Bush, Q.C., who had been one of his pupils in 1852. 

W. A. PEcK. 

9, Old-square, Lincoln’s-inn, Sept. 21. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
PETTITT v. BELL. 23rd Sept. 





Practice—Mortion ror CommMitrat—Service or OrpER—PRODUCTION 
OF ORIGINAL. 


This was a motion made on behalf of Brandon Thomas and Charles 
Henry Pettitt against W. G. Bell, to commit the defendant for having 
disobeyed an order of the court. It was alleged that contrary to an 
order dated the 30th of April, 1907, the defendant announced for 
representation at Hawkhurst, Kent, the dramatic piece or play known 
as ‘‘Charley’s Aunt.’’ It was alleged that the title, scenes and in- 
cidents were copied or imitated, or colourably altered, from the title, 
scenes, or incidents of the well known ‘‘ Charley’s Aunt’’ during the 
subsistence of the exclusive right of representation or performance 
thereof. Counsel for the plaintiffs pointed out that on a former occa- 
sion the defendant produced this play on divers occasions, and had 
to pay £60 damages. The affidavits were quite sufficient to shew that 
the order had been disobeyed, the play at Hawkhurst being substantially 
the same as the original ‘‘ Charley’s Aunt.’’ [Coteripcr, J.—I have 
read the affidavits.] The only question which arises is as to the service 
of the order. We cannot shew that the original was actually produced 
to the defendant. By an affidavit of Mr. Newton, it is stated that on 
Friday, the 8th of November, 1907, the deponent served the defendant 
with the order by leaving the same with the defendant at the Assembly 
Rooms, Andover, in the county of Hants. At the time of service he 
had in his left hand within the view of the defendant a duplicate of the 
original order, duly passed and entered, but he did not call the de- 
fendant’s attention to the duplicate. The copy of the order served was 
endorsed with the following words: ‘‘If you the within-named W. G. 
Bell neglect to obey this order you will be liable to process of execution 
for the purpose of compelling you to obey the same order.’’ It is 
submitted that production of the original is not necessary. 
Reference was made to United T'elephone Co. v. Dale (25 Ch. D. 778), 
where it was held that if the order has been passed and entered 
the person affected will not escape the consequences of a breach of the 
injunction on the ground that the order has not been served upon him, 
unless there is something to shew that the party obtaining the injunc- 
tion did not intend to enforce it. Caqunsel also mentioned Jay v. Budd 
(1898, 1 Q. B., at p. 18). [Corertper, J.—In cases of attachment per- 
sonal service is necessary and the original must be produced.] That 
is so. But it is different with an order for committal. Again, in the 
case of a writ, the original writ must be produced, but that is not 
necessary here. It is submitted that the defendant may be committed 
for non-compliance with the order. [Coteripce, J.—Ord. 67, r. 1, pro- 
vides that except in the case of an order for attachment it shall not 
be necessary to the regular service of an order that the original be 
shewn if an office copy of it be exhibited.] That is attachment. This 
is committal. It is submitted that the case is covered by United Tele- 
phone Co. v. Dale (supra), which has been followed in Le Tuck (1906, 
1 Ch. 692). The defendant has been in court this morning. [CoLr- 
RIDGE, J.—I must be satisfied that the defendant had reason to be 
believe that the injunction would be enforced to-day.} The defendant 
wrote a letter offering terms subsequent to the service of the order, 
which shewed that he knew of its contents. We also rely upon the 
notice endorsed on the order. 

Coterince, J., in giving judgment, said: I make the order, with 
costs, subject to production of an affidavit of service. The order 
will lie in the office for a fortnight.—Counsret, Bramwell Davis, K.C., 
and Barrett Lennard. Soricitrors, Chubb & Pettitt. 


[Reported by W. Vacenriwe Batt, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Criminal Appeal. 


REX v. KEY. Lord Alverstone, C.J., Ridley and Darling, JJ. 
18th Sept. 


Post Orrice Protection Act, 1884—Senp1ina Inpecenr ARTICLES 
TurovcH Post—Orrence By ManaGeR—LiaBitiry or EMPLOYER— 
EVIDENCE FoR JURY. 

This was an appeal by Harry Key from a conviction at the Birming- 
ham Assizes. It appeared that the appellant had been tried before 
Darling, J., on an indictment preferred against him under the Post 
Office Protection Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c. 76), s. 4. He had been 
found guilty and had been sentenced to twelve months’ imprisonment 
without hard labour. The section of the Act in question provides, inter 
alia, that ‘‘(1) A person shall not send or attempt to send a postal packet 
which either (6) encloses any indecent or obscene print, paint- 
ing, photograph, lithograph, engraving, book, or card, or any indecent 
or obscene article, whether similar to the above or not. . . . (2 
Any person who acts in contravention of this section shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanour, and shall be liable, on summary conviction, to a 
fine not exceeding ten pounds, and on conviction on indictment to 
imprisonment with or without hard labour for a period not exceed- 
ing twelve months.’’ The facts were briefly these: The appellant, 
in company with three of his brothers, had long carried on business at 
Birmingham which mostly consisted of the supply of surgical instru- 
ments. They had also supplied rubber articles the use of which might 
be much abused. The business was still in existence in June, 1908, 
a man named Dennis being the manager. In response to a circular, 
a police officer made application for certain rubber goods of a com- 
paratively harmless but not altogether decent character. He sent a 
postal order for 4s., and the goods were forwarded in a packet by post 
on the 20th of June, together with a circular referring to other goods 
of a grossly indecent character. The police officer then ordered some 
of the second class of article, which were supplied through the post. 
The charge was based upon the transmission of these two packets 
through the post. The case for the appellant was that the articles in 
question were sent out by Dennis, the manager, without his knowledge 
or authority. As far as the articles in the first package were concerned, 
the appellant admitted that Dennis had authority to send out the 
ordinary rubber goods, but had no authority to send out the obnoxious 
circular or the goods referred to therein. [Dar.inc, J.—I recall the 
facts. The case for the defence was that these grossly indecent goods 
and circulars were from old stock which ought to have been destroyed 
or sent away.] Counsel contended that Dennis’ authority was to carry 
on the business in the ordinary way. [Riptey, J.—Even if the appellant 
had been absent altogether he might have been responsible.] Although 
the appellant gave evidence, he did not supply the deficiencies of the 
prosecution. ‘There was no evidence to identify him with the receipt 
of the money, which Dennis admitted receiving and appropriating. It 
is significant that the words ‘‘ cause to have posted’”’ are not used in 
this Act. In &. v. Holbrook (3 Q. B. D. 60) a libel was published 
without the defendant’s authority, consent or knowledge, and it was said 
to be a question for the jury whether the publication arose from any 
want of due care or caution on their part. Here there was care and 
caution, as express orders had been given not to sell this old stock. 
He also referred to Greenwood v. Backhouse (86 L. T. 566). [Riptey, 
J.—Your argument amounts to this, that so long as a man does not do 
these things personally he is not liable.] It is also submitted that there 
was no evidence before the jury that the articles in the second packet 
were indecent; they were simply handed to the jury. Finally, it is 
urged that the sentence was too heavy. In awarding punishment under 
this Act it should not be forgotten that the measure was intended 
merely to protect the Post Office, not the public. Twelve months’ 
imprisonment was too severe for a man suffering from heart disease, 
while the fact that it was without hard labour meant that he had 
twenty-three hours’ solitary confinement out of the twenty-four. 

Lord AtverstToneg, C.J., in giving judgment, said that the case had 
been argued by Mr. Vachell with great ability. He had put forward 
certain propositions with regard to the law applicable to the case. It 
by no means followed that because a servant was found guilty of a 
criminal offence that the master was responsible. With that view of 
the law their lordships all agreed. It was in the application of prin- 
ciples to the facts of this particular case that the difficulty arose. It 
was not alleged that the appellant had himself sent the indecent matter ; 
but it was not denied that it came from his place of business, and that 
it was sent off by the manager who had been left in charge of his 
business. On the first day, that was the 20th of June, when the packet 
containing the indecent pamphlet was sent away, the appellant was 
at Derby; on the second day, when the indecent articles were sent, 
he was at Leeds. It was not denied that these articles were grossly 
indecent. They clearly came out of the stock on the premises, and 
the conditions were ordinary trade conditions, the manager doing what, 
in ordinary conditions, a manager would do. To have been acquitted 
the appellant would have had to satisfy the jury that there was no 
authority, express or implied, and that he had no knowledge. The 
learned judge had been asked to stop the case at the close of the case 
for the prosecution. In their lordships’ view he had very properly 
refused to do this. He was bound to tell counsel for the defendant 
that there was evidence to go before the jury. The appellant had 
himself given evidence. He had said that he had no idea that these 
articles were sent out and that he had not received any money for them. 
Dennis, the appellant’s manager, had also given evidence, and had 
stated that he sent them out contrary to authority, and had appropriated 
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the money received for them. That was an extraordinary story. With 
regard to the grossly indecent articles actually on the premises, the 
defendant had said that these were part of an old stock which was 
awaiting destruction or return to the makers. It seemed to their lord- 
ships that the jury disbelieved this account. With regard to the 
indecent circular which had been sent out, it was sought to be estab- 
lished on the part of the defence that this was one individual circular 
which happened to be on the premises. It was difficult to imagine 
why, if this was the only circular, Dennis should have happened to 
put it in the packet. It had been contended that evidence could not be 
manufactured out of mere negative statements; but, as he had already 
pointed out, there was evidence fit for a jury against the appellant 
when the prosecution was closed, and there was nothing in the other 
evidence to weaken the inferences which the jury were to draw. He 
wished to say, with regard to the articles sent in the first packet, that 
the court said nothing as to whether these were indecent or not. As 
to the appeal made by Mr. Vachell against the sentence of twelve 
months without hard labour, it was necessary to remember that this 
Act had been passed to prevent the machinery of the Post Office being 
used for purposes such as this. The conviction and sentence would 
therefore stand.—Counsext, Vachell, K.C., and Maddocks; Hurst. 
Soricrrors, Hall, Wright & Co., Birmingham; Ernest Hill, 
Birmingham. 
[Reported by W. Vatenrims Bact. Barrister-at-Law.] 








Societies. 
The Law Society. 


The Council of the Law Society have settled the following course 
of procedure to be adopted at the thirty-third provincial meeting, to 
be held on Wednesday and Thursday, September 30 and October 1, 
ace Me the Council Chamber, Birmingham. Mr. James S. Beale, 
president. 

WEDNESDAY, SerremBer 30, 1908, at 11 a.m., in the Council Chamber, 
Birmingham.—The proceedings will commence with the President's 
Address, after which the following papers will be read :—‘‘ The 
Accounts of Executors and Trustees,”” P. W. Chandler, London; 
“Some Notes on the Trades Marks Act, 1905,’”’ M. J. Riley, Man- 
chester; ‘‘An Experiment in Legal Education for Country Articled 
Clerks,’’ E. Bentham Stevens, Brighton; ‘‘ Young Practitioners and 
Magisterial Courts,’’ T. Holmes Gore, Bristol; ‘‘ Solicitors and the 
Protection of Clients; and Compulsory Membership of the Law 
Society,”’ J. Indermaur, London; ‘‘ The Solicitor in the Making,”’ J. 
Moore Bayley, jun., Birmingham. 

TuuRspay, Ocroser 1, 1908, at 11 a.m., in the Council Chamber, 
Birmingham.—‘‘ The Liability of Employers for Accidents to 
Employés,’’ Sir John Gray Hill, Liverpool; ‘‘ Land Transfer Reform,”’ 
J. S. Rubinstein, London; “Our Jury System,” J. W. Martin, 
Reading ; ‘‘ Insurable Interest,’’ H. Kingsley Wood, London; ‘ Pro- 
fessional Problems,”’ J. W. Reid, London; ‘‘ The Foreshore,’’ J. W. F. 
Jacques, Burnham, Somerset. 

The President may make such alteration in the order of the papers 
as he may think convenient. 








The Scottish Law Agents on 
Precautions against Fraud. 


At the annual meeting in Glasgow, on the 22nd inst., of the Incorporated 
Scottish Law Agents, the president, Mr. Daniel M. M. Milligan, said, 
according to the Scotsman, that one subject which had received the 
anxious consideration of the Council during the past year was the 
auditing of trust accounts. That was a matter which deserved the 
most careful consideration of the profession. Unfortunately there had 
been so:ne serious cases of dishonesty of late, which had involved heavy 
loss to innocent people, and brought discredit to the profession. He 
wished to urge upon them that reasonable and practical steps should 
be taken to prevent the recurrence of such cases. He did not overlook 
the fact that the number of those cases was very small in comparison 
with the number of the profession, but he unhesitatingly asserted 
that the conduct of the profession as a whole was regulated by as 
high a sense of honour and integrity as that of any other section of 
the community, and that the exceptions were perhaps even fewer, 
notwithstanding the fact that the profession was surrounded by temp- 
tations of a number and magnitude of which the public knew nothing, 
or at least very little. He recognised that no precautions could prevail 
against dishonesty, but it was not deliberate dishonesty they had to 
fear so much as that weakness which yielded to strong temptation. 
Anything that could be done to reduce that temptation was of the 
greatest importance. Clients themselves had a duty in regard to this 
matter of which they could not be too strongly reminded—the duty of 
periodically examining the securities in the hands of their solicitor. 
Every honourable solicitor was only too glad that such examination 
should be made. Many of the fraudulent cases that had occurred 
might have been prevented by such a simple precaution. He strongly 
recommended every solicitor when he was rendering his annual account 
to a client or a trust to specially invite an examination of the securities 
in his possession. This matter was of peculiar importance in view 
of the passing of the Public Trustee Bill for England, and the danger 
of similar legislation being applied to Scotland unless they could satisfy 





Parliament and the public that trust and executory funds were admin- 
istered in such a way as to render such legislation unnecessary. He 
suggested that in the interests of the profession some action was neces- 
sary—say, by a simple amendment of the Trust Act providing for 
an annual audit of trust accounts. The high ideals of the profession, 
he continued, would be best promoted by joint action. This subject 
had engaged the attention of the Council more than any other durin 
the past year, and a Bill had been prepared which would be submitte 
at a special meeting later. They trusted that when the Bill was sub- 
mitted it would meet with cordial approval, and that the most strenuous 
efforts of the society would be put forth so that it might be 
into law during the present year.—Dr. Murray subsequently read a 
paper on the subject, in which he said that the real check upon dishonest 
ractice was to elevate the standard of professional conduct. Good 
kkeeping was just as necessary in legal as in commercial offices. If 
was not sufficient to have an annual balance. Slackness in keeping 
accounts might lead a man astray, and one of the commonest reasons 
for embezzlement was that the books had not been written up. The 
writing up of books ought to be an essential part of one’s business. 
Where a man did not keep his books up to date, he should be held 
guilty of unprofessional conduct and of moral ere He held also 
that trustees were slow to recognise their duty, and beneficiaries even 
grudged sometimes the expense of having an annual meeting of trustees, 
so that affairs were allowed to drift. The more familiar trustees were 
with the affairs of their trust the easier was it to carry on the trust 
satisfactorily He suggested that the auditing of trust accounts should 
be done by a law agent, and not by an accountant, who could not 
understand the legal aspect of the accounts. Far too little attention, 
he said, was paid by lawyers to the duty of keeping accounts, and the 
present system of training law apprentices was singularly ineffective in 
this respect. There should be special classes for bookkeeping and 
accounts in every important centre, and until a candidate had produced 
a certificate that he had attended these classes for a certain period, or 
had been trained in the commercial department of a law office, he 
should not be admitted to the profession,—Eventually the matter was 
remitted to the Council, 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Henry IsAAcs CopurN, FRANCIS Copurn, Lewis JosEPH LEVI, and 
SAMUEL NUNES CARVALHO, solicitors (Coburn & Co.), 54, Leadenhall- 
street, London, and 109, Victoria-street, Westminster. Sept. 3. 

(Gazette, Sept. 18. 


General. 


It is announced that Mr. William Campbell, K.C., Dean of the 
Faculty of Advocates, has been — one of the Senators of the 
College of Justice in Scotland, in the place of Lord Stormonth Darling, 
resigned. Mr. Campbell is, says the 7'imes, the eldest son of the late 
Mr. Robert Campbell, of Skerrington, Ayrshire, and was born in 1855, 
He became a member of the Faculty of Advocates in 1878 and was made 
a K.C. in 1898. He married, in 1880, the second daughter of the late 
Mr. Patrick Fraser, who was one of the Senators of the College of 
Justice with the title of Lord Fraser. 

A largely attended meeting of Westmorland county magistrates, in- 
cluding Lord Hothfield, Lord Lieutenant of the county, Lord Lonsdale, 
and Lord Brougham and Vaux, was, says the 7'imes, held at the Shire 
Hall, Appleby, on Saturday, to consider the appointment of a successor 
to Mr. Montague Crackanthorpe, K.C., as chairman of the Westmor- 
land Court of Quarter Sessions. Mr. Crackanthorpe has held the posi- 
tion fifteen years and has resigned. Colonel Markham, vice-chairman 
of quarter sessions, presided. It was unanimously agreed to recommend 
the appointment of Lord Lonsdale as chairman. 

On getting to his chambers at the courts, says the Paris correspondent 
of the Daily T'elegraph, a Paris judge was handed this note :—‘* Mon- 
sieur the Judge,—In the belief that a judge can form an accurate 
opinion only of matters of which he has had personal experience, we 
think that it will interest you to be exactly acquainted with the facts 
of a case similar to many which are tried by you every day. We 
accordingly have the honour to inform you that we have had much 
pleasure in burgling your flat to-day.’’ ‘ This,’’ said the learned 
judge, ‘‘is obviously a joke.’’ But he found that it was not when he 
got home. 

The practice of typewriting wills was, says the American Green 
Bag, recently condemned by the surrogate of King’s County, because 
of the ease of alteration. In the New York Law Journal a corre- 
spondent suggested that the following simple precautions would obviate 
~ objections : (1) Have the testator sign at bottom of each page; 
(2) Have the typewriting free of erasures or interlineations, with all 
blank space ruled off ; (3) Recite in the intestimonium clauge the facts ; 
(4) that the will is contained on so many sheets of paper; (5) That the 
testator has subscribed his name at the bottom of each sheet thereof, 
and “ to this, the last sheet thereof, he has hereto subscribed his name,”’ 
&c. A still simpler precaution, and one which will prove most effica- 
cious, is to make a letter-press copy of the original typewritten sheets. 
After the sheets have once been wet and dried they are at least as 
difficult to alter as handwriting. 
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Proposals are to be made, says the Evening Standard, by the British 
Government to the Powers ‘whose delegates will take part in the forth- 
coming International Congress at the. Foreign Office on Naval Law, 
= the date of meeting should be altered from October 1 to Decem- 

The object of the conference is to discuss the propriety of 
aie a code of laws for the regulation of naval warfare. 


The Speaker, in acknowledging the honour of the freedom of Carlisle 
conferred upon him on Tuesday, referred to a suggestion made by a 
local councillor that the title of ‘‘ Speaker ’’ was a misnomer, inasmuch 
as the Speaker was practically the only member of the House of Com- 
mons who did not speak. The term “‘ Speaker,’’ said Mr. Lowther, was 
not a misnomer. When the office was created 500 years ago the Speaker 
was the prolocutor—the man who had to lay before the Throne and 
the country the views of the House of Commons. To have to sum 
up the views of the House in this way at the present day would, how- 
ever, puzzle the Speaker. 


Judge Wilmot has had, says the Hvening Standard, to decide the 
point, raised for the first time, whether a son can claim compensation 
from his father for injuries received in employment. The case was 
heard at Yarmouth. It is provided by the Act that claims shall not be 
brought against an employer by members of his family living in his 
house. In this case the applicant, who had been married eleven 
years, was living in a house owned by his father, but next door to his 
father’s residence. It was argued that the case came within the ex- 
ception, but Judge Wilmot held that, as the son’s domestic establish 
ment was quite separate from his father’s, he was entitled to bring 
his action. 


From the report of the Commissioners of Prisons and the Directors 
of Convict Prisons, which has just been issued, it appears that the 
diminution of juvenile crime strictly so-called—i.e., offences by persons 
under 16 years of age—continues; the numbers of those between 12 
years and under 16 during the last eleven years, from 1897, having 
fallen from 1,630 to 566, or by nearly two-thirds. The reports received 
of the working of the Borstal system, both ‘‘ full’’ and ‘‘ modified,”’ for 
the year under report are described by the Commissioners as extremely 
satisfactory. The Borstal Association report that they have received 
189 lads on release during the year, of whom 96 are known, and 29 
believed, to be doing well, or 125 in all. Fourteen were lost sight of, 
23 unsatisfactory, and 27 re-convicted. Of this number, no fewer than 
151 had an average of four previous convictions. The association in 
their report express the opinion, with which the Commissioners agree, 
that but for any change which the Borstal training may have made in 
them, and for the after-care expended in each - most of these cases 
would appear to have travelled beyond recall along the road to ruin; 
but they go on to state that, encouraging as these figures are, they 
believe they will be passed when the system is further developed. 


The following are the arrangements made for hearing probate and 
divorce cases during the ensuing Michaelmas sittings :—The causes set 
down for trial will be taken in Court I., and causes in the day’s list 
in that Court will be transferred and taken in Court II. when Admiralty 
cases are not being heard. Undefended matrimonial causes will be 
taken in Courts I. and II. on Monday, October 12, and on the Tues- 
day, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday following. Causes postponed 
when in the day’s list will form a supplemental list. Special jury 
causes will be taken on and after Tuesday, October 20. Probate and 
defended matrimonial causes for hearing before the Court itself will be 
taken after the special juries. If the undefended list of causes is 
finished before the time appointed for special juries, some of the de- 
fended causes will be taken. Common jury causes will be taken on 
and after Wednesday, December 2. A Divisional Court will sit on 
November 3 and December 1. Motions will be heard in Court at two 
o’clock on Monday, October 12, and on each succeeding Monday during 
the sittings, and summonses before the Judge will be heard at 10.30 on 
Saturday, October 17, and on each succeeding Saturday during the 
sittings. Summonses before the Registrars will be heard at the Pro 
bate Registry, Somerset House, on each Tuesday and Friday-during the 
sittings at 11.30 


This week’s programme of the Inter-Parliamentary Congress at Ber- 
lin comprised, says the Hvening Standard, the examination of the ques- 
tion of the establishment of a permanent international court of arbi- 
tration, and of various proposals concerning arbitration and obligatory 
arbitration. The conference adopted a resolution, introduced by the 
Inter-Parliamentary Council, recommending that the draft of an arbi- 
tration treaty, which was accepted by the majority of the States at the 
Hague Conference in 1907 and was founded on the model treaty 
adopted at the Inter-Parliamentary Conference in London in 1906, 
should be taken as a point of departure in future negotiations between 
the Powers for a general understanding regarding obligatory arbitra- 
tion. The conference also passed a resolution expressing the wish that 
all States should insert in arbitration treaties an obligatory arbitration 
clause. The last subject discussed was the immunity of private pro- 
perty at sea in war-time. The German group presented a resolution 
expressing the wish that the third Hague Conference should establish, 
as a principle, the conclusion of an international agreement, by which 
only arms, ammunition, and other necessaries of war, but not the ship 
herself on which the contraband is found or other material, shall be 
regarded as contraband and destroyed. The agreement should further 
provide that private property should be immune, and that open har- 
bours should never be blockaded. The conference adopted the resolu- 
tion after some discussion, and then adjourned. 





The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Oct. 1.—Mesers, H. E. Foster & Onanvixtp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions and 
Life Interests (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Oct. 6.—Mr, F. EK. Wrippowsor, atthe Mert, at 2: Freeholds and Leaseholds, (see 
advertisement, back page, this week), 








Winding-up Notices. 


London Gazette.—Faipay, Sept. 18. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitsp In CaAaNncery, 

Agvecpoy Cottrery Co, Liarrgp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 7, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
Heslop, 18, Grainger st West, Newcastle on Tyne. Chapman, Whitehaven, solor for 
the liquidator 

Bassusy Lxeatoer Manvracturtna Co, Linrrep— Creditors are required, on 
before Oct 9, to send their names and addresses, and the iculars of their “obts 
or claims, to Lewis Hardy,, 8, Breams bidgs, Chancery In, liquidator 

D. Witxrnson & Co, Lruitsp——Creditors are required, on or before Oct 19, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thos, 
Thomas, 34, Queen st, Cardiff. Forsidike, solors for liquidator 

Espirito 84NTO AND OARAVELLAS Rattway ‘Co, Liutrep—Creditors are required, 
or before Nov 16, to serd their names end addresees, and the particalars of their 
debts or claims, to William Sandford Poole and Theophilus Palmer Gwatkin, 8, 
Princes st Biechoff & Co, Great Winchester st, eolors for liquidators 

Le Tovgurr Socizrs Ds Gour, Limirgp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 31, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
CC Baker, 1, Gresham bidgs, Basinghall st 

LomparD Sreau Suir Co, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 18, directed 
to be heard on Oct 13 Markby & Co, Coleman st, solors for the petners. Notice 
= oo must reach the above named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 
of Oct 

Piccapitty Hore, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 16, directed to be 
heard on Oct 13. Willis &, Willie. Chancery In, solors for the ‘petners. Notice of 
sormsing must reach the above named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


Simpcex Enarnerere Co, Liuttep—Oreditors are required, on or before Oct 14, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts er claims, to 
Arthur Whittaker, 3, York st, Manchester, liquidator 

Sussxx Moror Roap Can Co, Liurrzp—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 14, TY? . 
to be heard at the Court House, Church st, Brighton, on Oct 6, at 12, JB&F 
Purcbase, Regent st, eolors for petners, Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct & 

Sy.vestsxs Hirrpopromss nyo? pmmren-—Coseens are required, on or before 
Oct 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Howard Button, 49, Queen Victoria st, Tayler & Co, Gt Jamos st, Bedford 
row, solors for liquidator 

London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Sept. 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luwtrep 1n Caaworey. 

Barrisn Umirep Assurawom Corporation, Liwitep—Petn for winding up, 55 Dudes 
Sept 16, to be beard before the Vacation Judge on Sept 30. Whites & Co, 
row, for Emerson, Norwich, solors for the ners. Notice of appearing al 
the above named not later 6 0 ’clock in the afternoon of Sept 29 

Fr«nx Morxis, Limirsp—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 18, directed to be 
heard at the Court House, London rd, Kin soon, on Oct 7, at 10, Badler, King’s 
Lynn, solors for petners; London Berne. Sag Cameron & Co, Gresham House, id 
Broad st. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock 
in the afternoon of Oct 6 

Szzv Tayvtor & Co, cece -itialitee are required, on or before Nov 8, to send 
their names acd addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, to Percy 
Higson, 42, Spring gardens, Manchester 

Sxmon & Co, Liuits p—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 1, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars o! their debts or claims, to William 
Jefferys, 66, Coleman at, liquidator Wansey & Oc, Moorgate st, solors for liquidator 

VrcoioRia Haun Co (Reapime), Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 10, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Denys 
Egginton, 150, Friar st, Reading, liquidator 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or CLAIM. 
London Gosette.—Turspay, Sept. 15. 
Asurorp, Josrry, Leathwaite rd, Clapham Common Nov 1 Todd & Co, Chancery In 
Buvours, CaRouisk MatiLpa Beapue, Addiscombe, Croydon Oct 24 Emanuel 
Simmonds, Finsbury circus 
Bevotre, Wituiam Vive Beapig, Addiscombe, Croydon, Doctor Oct 24 Emanuel & 
Simmonds, Finsbury circus 
Braprorp, Captain Barton Kosz, RN, Padstow, Cornwall Oct 10 Whitford & Som, 
8t Columb, Cornwall 
BussgL1, Wii, Birmingham Oct 15 Jaques & Sons, Birmingham 
Burien, Axn Mancanrer, Broadstairs Oct2l Morgan & Co, Holborn viaduct 
CHAPMAN, Mary Ann MARGARET, Marsworth, Bucks Oct 15 Vaisey, Tring 
ene <> Joszru, King’s Coughton, Alcester, Warwick Oct 6 Boot & Holyoake, 


C11ssoLD, Josgrn, Nailsworth, Glos, Brewer Oct 19 GB& AE Smith, Nailsworth 

CosELpick, Exizasetu, Tolcarne Merrock, St Mawgan in Pydar, Cornwall Oct 10 
Whitford & Bons, 8t Columb, Cornwall’ 

CorzLaxp, WILLIAM Fow.er Mounrrorp, JP, 8t Leonards on /Sea, Sussex Dec 1 
Paddock & Sons, Hanley, Staffs 

CoupLanp, Anne, Lincoln Nov 1 Danby & nom, Linco! 

Du wey Canotine, Overton on Dee, Flint Oct 14 ae & Hyde, Ashton under 


Ezargp, Pax eLops Mary, Bournemouth Oct 15 Hewitt & Co, Leadenhall st 
Fie.pes, Lausa Mary, Leatherhead Oct 14 Nicholl & Co, Howard st, Strand 








Posnens, We Wasnen, Upper Richmond rd, Putney Oct 21 Lewin & Co, Southampton #, 


Hagpixe, | Rix Bristol, Baker Oct 20 Watkins, Bristol 

Hewitt, "WILLIAM, Matfield, Brenchley, Kent Oct 9 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 

Hickson, Tuomas, Liverpool, Outfitter’ Oct 15 Rudd, Liverpool 

Hurcnisos, Kuiza Morison, Phillimore gdns, ao nly Oct 31 Bromley, Blomfeld# 

Ksegsuaw, Avice Margaret, Penmaenmawr, Carnarvon Oct 30 Carter & Co, 

MIppLEron, Rosert, Whalley Range, Manchester Oct 24 Jones, Manchester 

Mosaay, Exiza Envy, Fishponds. Bristol Oct 31 Broad & Lewis, Bristol 

Mokroan, youan Joun, Bexley, Kent Oct 31 Marriott, St Jobn’s hill, New Wand 
wort 


Moacas, Wittiam Maartix, Banbury, Oxford, Furniture Dealer Oct 12 Aplin & 0a 


Baut ury 
Pranson, Richarp, Ivybridge, Devon Oct31 Collyer-Bristow & Co, Bedford row 


Porrow, Hannau STRATTON, Handel st, Brunswick sq Oct 31 Emmet & Co, Bloom 


bury sq 
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Powne, Bexsamtw Lame, Chard, Somerset, Surgeon Sept 29 Thomas & 5 any Chard 

Ruaw, Rev Dawret, Alsager, Chester Oct 24 Trafford & Cook, Northwic 

Rows, CHaRLorrr, Overton on Dee, Flint Oct 14 Bromley & Hyde, revel under Lyne 

furra, Evtex, Heaton Moor, nr Manchester Oct 6 Pegge, 

Ruth, Wittiam Paver, Lichfield, Staffs Oct 10 @mith & & ‘Bons, Walsall 

frewarp. Evetyn Mary, Leamington, Warwick Oct 7 Wright & Co, Leamington 

Taytor, Eowrxs Waurer, Hove, Sussex Oct 1 Milla, Chancery In 

Toye, Samvuet, Clapton Common Oct 98 Sandom, Monument st 

Turwer, SARAH LoveLt, Gillingham, Kent Oct 12 Wood & McLellan, Chatham 

Vinceyt, ALFrep, Abbey Wood. Kent Oct15 Habershon & Co, Woolwich 

Weer, Mary Heten, Cecil rd, Muswell Hill Oct 10 Kimber & Co. Old Jewry 

WILtiameow, Mary, Brassey Green, Tiverton, nr Tarporley, Chester Oct 

Chester 

Woop, Evizaners, Southport,Lanes Oct 1 Wilmot & Hodge, Southport 
mdon Gasette,—Fripay, nee -— 

ArtKex, Jaxx, Beaton Moor, Lancs Oct 30 Minor, 

Bartox, Axyxz, Howarth rd, Seuth Norwood 


ham 

Rett, Frawors, Thorne, Yorks Oct 21 Kenvon & Son, Thorne, via Doncaster 

Rixauam, Mary, Misterton, Notts Oct 31 Jones & _— Eart Retford, Notts 

Bocxixe, Hexyry Wiitiam, Thornwood, nr Epping, Essex, Linoleum Dealer Oct 24 
Creed, Epping 

Porto, Axx. Leamington Nov1 Wright & Co, Leamington 

Braownriac, Wiittam Francrs, Didsbury, Manchester, Commercial Clerk March 17 Bell 
& Co, Queen Victoria st 

CARTER, Rrowarp, King’s rd. Chelsea Oct 19 Tatham & Lousada, Old Broad st 

Cosarove, Emma, Peabody bidgs, Stamford st Nov2 Mundell, Godliman st 

Cross, Witiiam, MD, JP, Liverpool Oct 19 Gregson & Sharman, Liverpool 

Dercumawy, Cart Avavst, Guildford st, Russell sq Sept 29 Salaman & Co, London 

wall 


Der on, Maapetemen Curae, Fellows rd, South Hampstead Oct 31 Travers-Smith & 
Ca, Throgmorton av 

Dockrwes, Mary Axx, Trolver Croft, Feock, Cornwall Oct 10 Dobell, Truro 

Fietoner. Isaac, Frizington, Cumberland, Iron Ore Master Oct 31 Brockbank & Oo, 


16 Bate, 


30 Colmore « Monckton, Birming-" 


Forrest, Jon Atyakp, Ashton on Ribble, Preston, Bank Cashier Oct 19 Willan, 
Fosrar, Cuartorre Fraxors, Norwich Oct 81 . Worlledge, Great Yarmonth 


Foster, Gronor, Northam Grocer Oct 31 Dennis & Faulkner, Northampton 
Guneour. Frances Anne, Hurst Green, Sussex Oct 24 Lewin & Co, The Sanctuary, 


estminster 
Gaoumpy, Apam, Astley, Lancs, Farmer Oct 15 “sarin & Co, Leigh, Lancs 
Hamwert, Hararerr, Hereford Oct 24 Earle, H 
Harares, Marcarert, Haverfordwest Oct 16 Neary & Co, Haverfordwest 
Fervert, Sorata Greatpive, Tunbridge Wells Oct 16 Oo nae & Bon, Welbeck ts 
Hew = Mary Aww, Headingley, Leeds Oct 18 Watson & Co, "Newcastle upon 


Neseent, Paotn, Bishop Auckland, Durham Oct 19 Trotter & On, Bishop Aucklant 

Jouxevon, } Mary Barvaxr, Widcombe, Bath Oct 31 Harrison & Powell, ymond bldgs, 
ray *s inn 

Kine, Atrerb, Byker, ‘Neweastle “upoa ‘Tyne, Commitssioitaire Ot 31 WIS&IAB 


ewoastle w 
DAeriea, Awwitx, Ashbrook rd, Upper Holloway Oct 20 Newton & Co, Moorgate «+ 
Ler, ‘Wrrtzamsow, Accrington, Grocer Oct 31 Rroughton & Broughton, Accrington 
Tooke, Manta, Macclesfield Oct 25 Barclay & Co, Macclesfield 
Lyrun, Roser, Leadenhall st Oct 21 Flux & Co, East Todia av 
Marwoon, Aww Eviza, Wavertree, Livernool Oct19 Lamb & Oo, , Liverpool 
Mzaxiw, Aurren Joun, an rth Manuf: Oct 26 Chester 
& Co, Bedford ro 
Newmiw, pe ary "Gorleston, Suffolk Oct 831° Wiltshire & Sons, South Quay, Great 
Yarm 
O’Niett Joux, Burmantofts, Leeds. Physician Oct 18 Weldon, Leeda. 
Poutarp, Ronee, Darville rd, Stoke Newington Oct 31 Westlake, Oxford st 
Price, Aww, Hereford. Saddler Oct 24 Earle, Hereford 
Sriversrprs, Joaxen, Hamvsthwaite, York, Farmer Oct 18 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 
Surrs, he “vp Frvwicn Simpson, Blyth, "Northumberland Oct 23 Brown, jun, New- 
¢ upon 
Tuorynorovar, Tuomas, South Yardley, Birmingham, Gardener Oct 20 Egginton, 
Birmingham 











Whitehaven 


Forp, Tuomas, Monewden, Suffolk, Farmer Oct 21 Welton, Woodbridge, Suffolk 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FRiDAY, Sept 18. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Barry, Gronce Lesurm, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Butcher 
Sheffield Pet Sent 1 Ord Sept 14 

Barnes, Jonn, Reddish, Tancs, Greengrocer Stockport 
Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Braptiry. Joun Grorce. Durham, Contractor Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Sept15 Ord Rept 15 

Brapsuaw, Jonun Lee, Birkdale, Lancs, Hay Merchant 
Liverpool Pet Sept 14 Ord Rept 14 

Brewis, Jons James, Jarrow, Durham, Painter Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Rept 14 Ord Sent 14 

Cotes, Arurn, Bradford, Fruit Merchant Bradford Pet 
Rept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Corpse, Wu.iaM, oem, Bussex, Tailor Brighton 
Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Coveu., Attaw Writsam, Dora rd, Wimbledon Exeter 
Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Cox, Freprrick Witiiam. Frome, Somerset, Miller Frome 
Pet Sert 16 Ord Sept 16 

Coxatt, Herserr Freperick. Buxton, Derby, Grocer 
Chelmsford Pet Ang5 Ord Sept 14 

Duepatr, Cuar.es Heesert, Blackburn, Hosier Blackburn 
Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

Ecccieston®, Jonx Tuomas, Spital, Chesterfield, Nursery- 
man Chesterfield Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Epwarps, Watrer, Tiverton, vons, Tobacconist 
Exeter Pet Sept16 Ord Sept 16 

Evans, Gerrits, Nyffryn, Lianiest Carnarvon, 
Farmer Portmadoc Pet Sent 16 Ord Sept 16 

Evans, Jonw Luoyp, Gracechurch st, Hosier High Court 
Pet Sept 16 Ori Sept 16 

Fenner, Crartes Joun, Thornaby on Tees, Yorks, Pub- 
lican Stockton on Tees Pet Sept14 Ord Sept 14 

Fry. Catnertnr, Hoylake, Cheshire, Cycle Dealer 
Birkenhead Pet Ang 19 Ord Sept 15 

Grimmer, Rovner, ae Blacksmith Peterborough 
Pet Sept15 Ord Sept 15 

Harais, Witiiam, se nr a Glam, Collier Aber- 
avon Pet Sept 1% Ord Sept 1 

Horxins, Ronert Ress, Tre’ i Glam, Butcher 
Pontypridd Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Incram, Wiittam, Aston Manor, Warwick, 
Birmingham Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Invine, Wirtaam Roverr, Blackwell rd, nr Carlisle 

uilder Carlisle Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 16 


Grocer 











Jounson, Hewry, —_ Draper Kingston on Hull Pet 
Sept'10 Ord Sept 1 
Lioyp, Wirtram, Cefn *Teha Farm, Penlintmenan, 
Glam, Farmer Aberavon Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 
Morean, Grirrita Troms, Pontypool, Mon, Cycle Dealer 
Newpnrt, Mon Pet Sent 2 Ord Sept 15 
Mosryw, Ropert, Ruthin, eee, Watchmaker Wrexham 
Pet Rept 15 Ord Sent 1 
Owew, Jone, "Teallon, Pontynrida. Glam, Grocer Ponty- 
pridd Pot Sent 16 Ord Sept 16 
Pippineron, Francis Giaxve.t, Christchurch, Hants, Baker 
Poole Pet Sept16 Ord Sept 16 
vans = Maurice, Leeds, Printer Leeds Pet Sept 15 Ord 
pt 15 
Purktss, Fawest Fowre, Rhos on Sea, Denbigh, Tobacco- 
nist Bangor Pet Sent 1h Ord Rept 15 
Repversew, Apvorr, Bedford High Court Pet Aug 14 
Ord Sept 16 
Su.ssy, Tnomas. Eden grove, Holloway High Court Pet 
Aug 27 Ord Sept 16 
Sauirn, Cuantes Harorp, and Harry CHarves Stanury 
Marruews, Balsall Heath, Rirmingham. Art Metal 
Workers Birmingham Pet Sept 15 Ord Rept 15 
Stewarp, Jony, Rainhill, Lance, Rrooch Maker's Journey- 
man Liverpool Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 
Turyev.t, Joun Sanperaow, Blackhall Mill, nr Ebchester, 
Durham. General Dealer Newcastle on Tyne Pet 
fent 14 Ord Sept 14 
Wuircner, Bennert, Ashley. New Milton, Sar 
Builder Southampton Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 
Wurrr. Dovet.as Witttam, Aston, Warwick, Baker Birm- 
ingham Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 18 
Wititamson, James Ross, Goo*maves, Tiford, Wsrex, 
Manufacturer’s Agent Chelmsford Pet Sept 14 Ord 
Sept 14 


Wi.morr, Louis, Berners mews, Oxford st High Court 
Pet Sent 14 Ord Aug 28 

Witsor, Jonw Fravcrs Warrrnouse, Redcar, Se 
Rone Dealer Bradford Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

vr enn” Derby, Butcher Derby Pet Sept 15 

re 15 

Wixnsor, Wrursaw Henry, Coventry, Grocer Coventry 
Pet Rept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Woon, Sraxtry Roserr Enwarp, Cardiff, Newsagent 
Cardiff Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

FIRST MEETINGS, 

Snipes. wraste. Bodmi —— Merchant Sept 28 
at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st. Tr 

Berry, Barer, Sale. Cheshire, Gollector Bept 2 atll Off 

, Byrom st, Mancheste 














Tyariy, Evtza, Norwich Oct 14. Stratford, Norwich 
Worswiox, Luxe, Golborne, Lancs Oct 9 


Bridge, Wigan 


wa Joun Grorar, Consett, Durham, Contractor 
alg at2 County Gourt, Westgate rd, Neweastle on 


Brewis, aia James, Jarrow, Durham, Painter Sept 26 at 
1 ‘Of Ree, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Bywoern, Witram, Wissingten, Methwold, Norfolk 
Farmer Oct iat 2.45 Court House, King’s Lyon 

Coxes, Aviex, Bradford, Fruit Merchant Sept 28 at 11 
OF Ree, 12, Duke at, "Bradford 

Corrina, WILLIAM, Cuckfeld, Tailor Octlat10 Off Rec, 
4, Pavi vilion bldgs, Brighton 

Davies, Davin, ee Liangnick, Glam, 
yr A ee ee Bept 29 12 Off Ree, 31, 


Davis. Frayk Bensamin, Swindon, Seedsman Sept 28 at 11 
Off Rec. 38, Regent cirena, Swindon 
Eusert, Henry, Aston. Warwick, Tailor Sept 29 at 12 
191, et. Birmingham 
a “Jone Laclien Carey ot urch st, Hosier Sept 29 at 12 
nkruptey 
Hawetns, Tuomas, Birmingham, Jobmaster Sept 29 at 
11.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Houner, Tuomas Riprarpsow, Manchester, Mill Furnisher 
Sept 9% at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Laory, Josera Craaries. Bastbourne, Builder Rept 29 at 
1.30 County Court Offices. Seaside ri, Eastbourne 
Marsuatt, Faep. Sutton, Yorks Sept 26° at ll Off Reo, 
York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 
Nicnotsow, a Arraur. Grange over ands, Lancs 
set at 12 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, 
or’ 


Pas. Ea. Leeds, Printer Sept 28at11 Off Rec, 24 
Reporrsex. Avoty, Bedford Sept 28 at 1 Bankruptcy, 





bldgs, Carev st 

Bannronr, Artnor. Brighton, Stockbroker Oct 1 at 10.15 
Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldga, Brighton 

Sitsey, Tuomas. Rden grove, Holloway Sept 28 at 12 
Bankruptcy bides, Carey st 


Surra, Hewry Woops, Bournville, Worcester, Grocer 
Sept 20 at 11.30 191, ae "st, Birmingham 

Suita, WaALrTer, Burnley. Fish Dealer Bept 26ati11 Off 
Rec, 18, Winekley st, Preston 

Texaate. Jour, Rapham. nr Filby, Norfolk, Fisherman 
Rept 26 at 12.20 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Turnsuit, Joun Sasense. ‘Blackball Mill, or Ebchester, 

General Dealer Sept 28 atl1 Off Rec, 30, 

Mosley at, Neweastie on Tyne 


Wittmorr, s, Rerners mews, Oxford st Sept 28 at 11 
Bankruptcy bides, Gawa” 
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Witsow, Jonx Fraxcis Warernouse, Redcar, Yorks, 
— Sept 29 at 11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, 


Watoat, Sawcoet Cuarrer, Christchurch, nr Wisbech, 
Cambridge, Grocer Sept 28 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King 


st, Norwich 
ADJUDICATIONS, 
Barry, Grorae Lesiiz, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Butcher 
Sheffield Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept 15 
Barrys, Jonx, Reddish, Lancs, Greengrocer Stockport 
Pet Bept 14 Ord Sept 14 


Baapury, Joux Groroer, Consett, Durham, Contractor 
N le on Tyne Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

Brapsuaw, Joun Ler, Birkdale, Lancs, Hay Merchant 
Li i 


Pet t14 Ord Sept 14 

Brewis, Jom Fo ny ly Durham, Painter 
on Tyne Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Cuaex, Anwoip W1i.14M, Fareham, Hants, Wine Merchant 
Portsmouth Pet Feb10 Ord Mar 25 

Cones, Apranam, Basinghall st, Merchant High Court 
Pet Aug 18 Ord Sept 14 

Cores, Attey, Bradford, Fruit Merchant Bradford Pet 
Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Corrina, WiiiiaM, Cuckfield, Tailor Brighton Pet Sept14 

rd Sept 14 

Covert, ALtaw Wittiam, Dora rd, Wimbledon Exeter 
Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Cox, Frxpericx Wii11A4M, Frome, Somerset, Miller Frome 
Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Duovate, Cuantezs Hersert, Blackburn, Hosier Black- 
burn Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

Ecciestoxs, Joux Taomas, Spital, Chesterfield, Nursery- 
man Chesterfield Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Evwaaps, Water, Tiverton, Devon, Tobacconist Exeter 
Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Evans, Grirritn, Nyffryn, Lianiestyn, Carnarvon, 
Farmer Portmadoc Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

st, Hosier High Court 


Newcastle 


Evans, Jonw Lioyp, Gracechu: 
Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 
Faewwen, Cuanies Joux. Thornaby on Tees, Yorks, Publican 

Stockton on Tees Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 
Gaye, Farpenick, Brighton, Dairyman Bnghton Pet Sept 


Gaimurer, Ronert, Peterborough, Blacksmith Peterborough 
Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

Haserkery, Gustav, Station approach. Brixton, Jeweller 
High Court Pet July 28 Ord Sept 14 

Harais, Wititam, Skewen, nor Neath, 
Neath Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Hitt, Ernest, Wool Exchange, Tobacco Dealer High 
Court Pet July 13 Ord Sept 15 

Horxiys, Rosert Rees, Treherbert,Glam, Butcher Ponty- 
pridd Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Ixoram, Wititam, Aston Manor, Warwick, Grocer Bir- 
mingham Pet Sept14 Ord Sept 14 

Jonxsow, Henry, Hull, Draper Kingston upon Hull Pet 
Sept 10 Ord Sept 15 

Kiasy, Frepericxk Hatt, Devonshire ter, Regent’s Park 
High Court Pet April1 Ord Sept 16 

Luiorp, Wittiam, Cefn Ucha Farm, Pontneathvaughan, 
Glam, Farmer Neath Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Luss, Joun, Rochdale, Cycle Dealer Rochdale Pet Sept 2 
Ord Sept 16 

Mayes, Josgen Wiitiam, and Tuomas Hesxry Yovuna, 
Woking Village, Surrey, Butchers Guildford Pet 

oe, * ~ Ord Sept 15 

Mew, eyry Avexanper, Upper Parkstone, Dorset, 
Upholsterer Poole Pet Augi7 Ord Sept 14 

Mostyry, Rosnert, Ruthin, Denbigh, Watchmaker Wrex- 
ham Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

Owen, Jouy, Trallwn, Pontypridd, Glam, Grocer Ponty- 
pridd Pet Sept16 Ord Sept 16 

Packwoop, Autraep Epwarp, Lower Edmonton, Baker 
Edmonton Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 12 

Pippinctox, Fraycis Gianvitt, Christchurch, Hants, 

er Poole Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 
ie aoa, Leeds, Printer Leeds Pet Sept15 Ord 


Glam, Collier 


Porkiss, Exyest Enwix, Rhos on Sea, Denbigh, Tobacconist 
Bangor Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

Ssuiru, Cuartes Haroup, and Harry CHaries STANLEY 
Martrtnews, Balsall Heath, Birmingham, Art Metal 
Workers Birmingham Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

Srewarp, Jonx, Rainbill, Brooch Maker’s Journeyman 
Liverpcol Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Tutt, Caartes Grorcr, Brimsdown, Enfield Edmonton 
Pet July 18 Ord Sept 14 

Wainer, Israuet, Chicksand et, Brick In, Furrier High 
Court Pet July 28 Ord Sapt 14 

Wartcnarr, Heasert, Ashlev, New Milton, Southampton, 
Builder Southampton Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Wuite, Doveras Wirias, Aston, Warwick, Baker 
Birmingham Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

Witiramson, James Ross, Goodmayes, Ilford, Essex, 
Ty pram Agent Chelmsford Pet Sapt 14 Ord 
Sept 14 

Witsoe, Jonn Feaaxcis Warernovse, Redcar, Yorks, Bone 
Dealer Bradford Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

ie - eae, Derby, Butcher Derby Pet Sept 15 


Wixvsor, Wittram Henny, Coventry, Grocer Coventry 
Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Woov, Stayter Rosert Epwarp, Cardiff, Newsagent 
Cardiff Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 


ADJUDICATION3 ANNULLED, RECEIVING ORDERS 
RESCINDED, AND PETITIONS DISMISSED. 
Cuagtesworts, Wi.t1am, Hawkchurch, nr Axminster, 
Devon High Court Rec Ord Jan 3,190 Adjud Feb 
7,1905 Rec, Annul, and Dis Pet Sept 14, 1908 

Grover, Sypxxy, South st, Finsbury, Timber Merchant 
High Court Rec Ord Sept 28, 1894 Adjud Oct 29, 1894 
Resc, Annul and Dis Pet Aug 28, 1908 

Harper, Henry Spencer Scort, St. James’ eq, Lieutenant 
High Court Bec Ord Nov 10, 1899 Adjud Noy 24, 1899 
Resc, Annul and Dis Pet Sept 14, 1908 

London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Sept. 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Bipvicx, Fraxx, Okehampton, Devon, Butcher Plymouth 

Pet Rept 19 ‘Ord Sept 19 





Brows, Epwarp Wi um, Southend on Sea, Artist’s 
Colorman Chelmsford Pet Sept17 Ord Sept 17 
Burier, Harry, Hull, Accountant’s Clerk Kingston upon 
Hull PetSept1 Ord Sept 17 

Carter, Joses, Longstreet, Enford, Wilts, Baker Bath 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 

Caunter, Ernest Henry, Paignton, Builder Plymouth 


Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 
Coxsnatt, Jon, jun, Hoddesdon, Herts, Farmer Hert- 
Leeds, Steel 


ford Pet Aug 25 Ord Sept 16 

Cravex, Epwarp, and Grorck Cravey, 
Founders Leeds Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 

Day, Cuantes Epwix, Market st, Droylsden, Lancs, 
Milliner Ashton under — Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 

Day, G@zoras, Bedminster, Bristol, Grocer Bristol Pet 
Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 

Drake, Georce Arravur, Leicester, Furniture Broker 
Leicester Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 

Dupiey. Epwarp, thowmne, Greengrocer Eastbourne 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Eanve, Epwarp Dewyis, South pl, Surbiton, Surrey High 
Court Pet June 22 Ord Sept 18 

Gonvitite, Cyrait Hersert Koszevsx1, Buckhurst Hill, 
Commercial Traveller Edmonton Pet Sept 17 Ord 
Sept 17 

Goss, Sipvey F, New Bond st High Court Pet Sept 2 
Ord Sept 18 

Heminoway, Hersert, Leeds, Painter Leeda Pet Sept 17 
Ord Sept 17 

Hixxs, Avoustixe, Worcester, Worcester Pet 
Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 

Hopees, Franx, Oakworth, nr Keighley, Yorks, Grocer 
Bradford Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Houuseswortn, Wittiam Criaresxce, Coventry, Butcher 
Coventry Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 

Jouyxson, Artnur Esnest, Merrington, Durham, Farmer 
Durham Pet Sept18 Ord Sept 18 

Joxes, Davip, Carmarthen, Tailor Carmarthen Pet fept 
19 Ord Sept 19 

Kenny, Frank, Liverpool, Coal Merchant Liverpool Pet 
Aug 8 Ord Sept 18 

Kexwortuy, Witttam Henry, Upper Hackney, Darley 
Dale, Derby Derby Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Luxrorp, Tuomas, Merthyr Tydfil, Baker Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 18 

Porter, Wares, Bristol, Land Agent 
17 Ord Sept 17 

Ranson, A.rrep James, Gloucester, Chorister 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Rocan, Joun, Westcliff on Sea, Tailor High Court 
Aug 15 Ord Sept 11 

Rumrorp, Wituram, Scarborough, Fruit Merchant Scar- 
borough Pet — 18 Ord Sept 18 

Scawartz, Sypney, Southport, Picture Dealer Liverpool 
Pet July 30 Ord Sept 18 

Suremax, Jacos, Vic‘oria dwings, Clerkenwell, Farmer 
High Court Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 

Smrru, Caartes Avoustus, Palace parade, Priory rd, 
Hornsey, Baker High Court Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 

Surra-Heriz, Henry Gerorce, Thornbury, Devon 
Barnstaple Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 

TeaseL, Martna Jaye, Oldham, Lodging House Keeper 
Oldham Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 

Watters, Wittiam Jonn, Woolstone, nr Cheltenham, 
Farmer Cheltenham Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Baitry, Grorcr Lesure, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Butcher 
Oct lat 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Brapsuaw, Joun Les, Birkdale, Lancs, Hay Mer- 
chant Sept 30 at 11.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
Liverpool 

Cuampers, Harry, Blackburn, Builder Sept 30 at 11.30 
County Court house, Blackburn 

Covett, Atvtan Wituiam, Dora rd, Wimbledon Oct 1 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Cox, Farprrick Witutam, Feltham Miil, Frome, Somer- 
set, Miller Sept 30 at 12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 
Bristol 

Epwarp, and Grorce Craven, Leeds, Steel 

Founders Oct latil Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Cur_enper, Hagrtis Natuan, Liverpool, Estate Broker 
Oct Lat11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Day, Greoros, Bedminster, Bristol, Grocer Sept 30at 11.45 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Drake, Grorce Arraue, Leicester, Furniture Broker Sept 
30at12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

DvuepaLe, Caarites Hersert, Blackburn, Hosier Sept 30 
at 11.45 County Court house, Blackburn 

Earce, Epwarp Dennis, Surbiton Cct 2 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Epwarps, Water, Tiverton, Devon, Tvubacconist Oct 
lat 10,30 Off Rec 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Evaxs, Grirrita, Nyffryn, Lianiestyn, Carnarvon, Farmer 
Sept 30 at 2-30 Tower Hotel, Pwliheli 

Fenner, Cuartes Jonuy, Thornaby on Tees, Yorks, 
Publican Sept 3) at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, 
Albert rd, Middlesbrough 


Goss, 1pxey F, New Bond st Oct 1 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Hemuincway, Hersenrt, Leeds, Painter Sept 30at11 Off 
Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

How.irxesworts, Wittiam Crarence, Coventry, Butcher 
Sept 30 at1t Off Ree, 8, High st, Coventry 

Horxtns, Ropert Regs, Treherbert, Glam, Butcher Oct 1 
at 11.15 Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 

Incram, Wiiiiam, Aston Manor, Warwick, Grocer Oct 1 
at 1130 191, Corporation st, Birming! 

Jouyson Henry, Hull, Draper Sept 30 at 3 Off Rec, 
York City Bank chmbs, Lowgate, Hull 

Kixcswe.i, CLement Epwagp, Ventnor, Contractor Sept 
S 12.15 Off Rec, 33a, Holyrood st, Newport, Isle of 

Vight 

Lums, Jony, Rochdale, Cycle Dealer Oct 2 at 11.15 
Townhall, Rochdale 

Manrcoviicnu, Ciara, Cheetham, Manchester, Grocer Sept 
30 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


Owen, Joun, Trallwn, Pontypridd, Glam, Grocer Oct 1 at 
10.30 Off Rec, Post Office, c.mbrs, Pontypridd 


Grocer 


Bristol Pet Sept 
Gloucester 


Pet 





Pippixetox, Frayxcis Gtanvitt, Christchurch, Hants, 
Baker 30 at 3 Messrs Curtis & Son, 158, Old 
Christchurch rd. Bournemouth 
Porter, Wa ter, Bristol, Land Agent Sept 30 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Roacax, Joux, Westcliff on Sea, Essex, Tailor Oct 1 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldge, Carey st 
Roumrogp, Wit.1aM, Scarborough, Fruit Merchant Oct 2 at 
4 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 
Sueeman, Jacos, Victoria dwings, Clerkenwell, Farmer 
Sept 30at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Suita, Cuaries Aveustvus, Palace eee Priory rd, Horn- 
sey, Baker Sept 30at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Suita, Coanies Heway, Birmingham, Baker Oct 2 at 11.30 
191, Corporation st, Birmio 
Srewarp,Joun, Rainhill Lancs, Brooch Maker’s Journey- 
man Sept 30at 11 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Wuitr, Dovetas Wittiam, Aston, Warwick, Baker 
Oct 2 at 12 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Wuirtoner, Herpert, Ashley, New Milton, Southam » 
Builder Sept 30 at 10.30 Off Rec, Midland k 
chmbrs, High st, Southampton 
Wiruameos, James Ross, Goodmayes, Ilford, Manu- 
facturer’s Agent Oct 1lat1!2 14, Bedford row 
Witsow, THomas, Derby, Butcher Sept 30at11 Off Reo, 
47, Fall st, Derby 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bippicx, Franx, Okehampton, Devon, Butcher Plymouth 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 i 
Bazar, Hagry, Montserrat rd, Putney, Surveyor High 
Court Pet April 30 Ord Sept 12 
Brown, Epwasp Wi uram, Southend on Sea, Artists’ 
Colourman Chelmsford Pet Sept17 Ord Fept 17 
Caster, Joses, Longstreet, Eoford, Wilts, Baker Bath 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 d 
Caunter, Ernest Hewry, Paignton, Builder Plymouth 
Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 é ; 
Cousens, Epwarp, Caxton House, Westminster High 
Court Pet July3 Ord Sept 17 
Craven, Epwarp, and Groraz Craven, Leeds, Bteel 
Founders Leeds Pet Sept18 Ord Sept 18 ie 
Day, Cuartes Eowim, Market st, Droy nm, Milliner 
Asbton under Lyne Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 
Donxe tty, James Broparicx, Queensborough terr, Hyde 
Park High Court Pet March 19 Ord Sept 18 
Drake, Gronce Artnur, Leicester, Furniture Broker 
Leicester Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 
Duprey, Epwarp, Eastbourne, Greengrocer Eastbourne 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 ; 
Gowvitie, Cram, Hersert Koszevsxt, Buckhurst Hill, 
Commercial Traveller Edmonton Pet Sept 17 Ord 
Sept 17 
Heminaway, Hersert, Leeds, Painter Leeds Pet Sept 
17 Ord Sept 17 : in 
Hicsy, Cuarues, Claygate, Surrey, Builder Kingston, 
Surrey Pet Augi8 Pet Sept 17 
Hixxs, Avoustixz, Worcester, Grocer 
Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 : 
Hopes, Franx, Oakworth, nr Keighley, Yorks, Grocer 
Bradford Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 
Houumesworta, Wittiam Ciarenog, Coventry, Butcher 
Coventry Pet Sept17 Ord Sept 17 
Hoover, Henry A.xsion, Stroud, Glos, Cycle Dealer 
Gloucester Pet Aug1 Ord Sept 19 : 
Hunt, Atrgep, Woodseats, Sheffield, Builder Sheffield 
Pet Aug12 Ord Sept 18 ; 
Irvina, Witt1am Rosert, Blackwell rd, nr Carlisle, Builder 
Carlisle Pet Sept3 Ord Sept 18 
Jounson, AnTaur Ernest, Merrington, Co Durham, Farmer 
Durham Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 
Joxxzs, Davip, Carmarthen, Tailor Carmarthen Pet Sept 
19 Ord Sept 19 
Kenwortny, Wititram Hexry, Upper Haekney, Darley 
Dale, Derby Derby Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 
Luxrorp, Tneuas, Heevthes Tydfil, Baker Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet Sept 9 pt 1 
Priest, Woans Hexry, Doncaster, Grocer Sheffield 
Pet Aug 19 Ord Sept 18 : 
Ranson, ALFRED James, Gloucester, Chorister Gloucester © 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 ; 
Rumrorp, Witt1am, Scarborough, Fruit Merchant Scar- 
borough Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 . 
Suxerman, Jacos, Victoria dwigs, Clerkenwell, Farmer 
High Court Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 ; 4 
Suitn, CHaeters Avaustus, Palace parade, Priory rd, © 
Hornsey, Baker High Court Pet Bept 18 Ord Sept 18 7 
Suitn, Cuarces Henry, Birmingham, er Bi m 
Pet Aug 13 Ord Sept 17 
Surru-Heaiz, Henry wy ype Devon Barn- 
staple Pet Sept 18 Or pt 18 i 
Gvenninn Joun Sanperson, Blackball Mill, nr Ebchester, 
Durham, General Dealer Newcastle upon Tyne Pet 
Sept 14 Ord Sept 17 
Watters, Wiiu1am Jonx, Woolstone, nr Chel! 
Farmer Cheltenham Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 
Witmotr, A A, Horeham rd, Sussex, Publican 
Eastbourne Pet June 1 Ord Sept 19 : 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Sixocair, WiILL1am Haragisos, Great Grimsby, Journeyman 
Painter Great Grimbsy Adjud Nov 19,1907 Annul 
Aug 20, 1908. 


R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 

IATE EXAMINATIONS; payment by result. 

—Particulars on application, personally or by letter, at 2, 
Hare-court, Temple, 


7,REEHOLD GROUND-RENTS £84 pe 
annum, or would be divided to suit funds; ex 
tional contract-built houses on plo’s 25ft, by 1 
cccupied by purchasers; rental value £40-2£45 ; 
25 yeare,—T veer, Greenwoop, & Co., 360, Chiswick Hig 
road, W. 


£80 OOO: ready for Good Mortgage 
. Securities ; North or Midian 
preferred,—W. G. Naycor & Co,, Mortgage Brokers, 17 
South Castle-street, Liverpcol. $ 


Worcester Pet 
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